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Fig.l. Attractiveness and persistence of various formulations of synthetic sex attract-
ant to males of E. notanthes as assayed in the carambola orchard.
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Table 1. Persistence of synthetic sex attractant to males of E. notanthes as assayed in
carambola orchard

Lure age (month) 9% of total males attracted

0 36.448.04d

2 16.1+0.6 ¢

4 15.9£1.6 ¢

6 10.014.5 e

8 11.54+2.3 e

10 6.3+3.6 ab

12 3.8+0.8 a
Total males attracted 592341913

1) Mean+S.D. derived from 3 replicates. Data were transformed to arc sinex prior
to analysis, and means followed by the same letters are not significantly different
at 5% level by DMRT.
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Fig. 2. Various trap designs evalusted to catch males of E. notanthes. Values indicated are
the proportions of the number of males trapped in various trap designs as compared
to that of the sticky wing trap.
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Fig. 3. Various trap designs evalusted to catch males of E. notanthes. Values indicated are
the proportions of the number of males trapped in various trap designs as compared
to that of the sticky wing trap.
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Table 2. Trapping efficiency of various colors of three layers PET bottle traps baited with
attractants on E. notanthes males in Pai-Kuo-Shan orchard (Oct. 6, 1989-Jan. 19,

1990)

1

Color of 3 layers trap % of total males captured
(upper-middle- lower)

White-white-white 36.5+26.1 £
White-white-green 12.0+ 7.5 de
White-green-white 3.1+ 3.1 ab
White-green-green 1.8+ 1.4 a
Creen-green-green 0.5 0.5a
Green-green-white 7.5+ 4.8 be
Green-white-green 10.0% 6.1 cd
Green-white-white 5.7+ 5.1 ke
Sticky trap 23.0+16.3 e
Total males captured 462.5+337.3

1 Mean + S.D. deriver from 15 trials.
2. Same as previous table.
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Table 3. Trapping efficiency of various traps baited with attractant on E. notanthes males in
the Pai-Kuo-S5Shan orchard

1,2
Trap type % of total males captured
May. 12 - Jun. 16, 1989
3 layers PET bottle trap 10.9 + 12.8 a
water through trap
with 5 cm opening 54 1+ 6.3a
Sticky trap 83.7 + 12.6 b
Total males captured 23.5 + 24.7
June 16 - July 21, 1989
3 layers PET bottle trap 56.6 £ 20.2 b
water through trap
with 1 cm opening 4.1+ 2.2a
Sticky trep 39.0 £ 18.1 b
Total males captured 757.6 £ 710.3
June 16 - July 21, 1989
3 layers PET bottle trap 56.6 & 20.2 b
water through trap
with 1 cm cpening 41 = 2.2a
Sticky trap 39.0 = 18.1 b
Total males captured 757.6 + 710.3

1 Mean £ S.D. derived from b trials.
2 Same as previous table.
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Table 4. Influence of height of sticky traps on E. notanthes males capture

Trap height . % of total males attracted

1) 2)
0Oct.30,1987 to Feb.26, to
Feb.26,1988  Apr.15,1988

200 cm above ground 29.2 + 6.3b 3.4 + 2.5¢
140 cm above ground 49.0+ 7.5¢ 32.6 £ 3.7 b
60 cm above ground 21.5 &+ 4.6 a 29.1 £ 2.6 a
Total males attracted 390.0 + 61.0 289.0 + 76.0

1) Mean + S.D. derived from 16(1) and 7(2) trials.
2) Data were transformed to arc sine prior to analysis, and means iin each column
followed by the same letters are not significantly
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Fig.h. Layout of different treatments in the sweetpotato field for evaluating the effi-
cacies of sex pheromone,using insecticide or both to control C. formicarius.
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Table 5. Percent control of C. formicarius obtained with different treatments in Taichung

1
Treatment Percent control(%)
% root damage % root damage mean
by mumber by weight
A 62.6a 67.4a 65.0
B 70.5a 80.3a 75.4
C 83.3a 85.7a 84.5
D 0 ¢] [}
E 69.7a 72.3a 71.0

1 See footnote of Table 2.

% damage in check-% damage in treatment X 100
2) Percent control=

% damage in check
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Table 6. Percent control of C. formicarius obtained with different Ytreatments in Taiwan

2

Treatment Percent control

Degree of % root damage Yroot damage mean

root damaged by mumber by weight
A 50.0 56.9 56.9 54.6
B 77.5 61.8 61.0 66.8
c 80.0 80.5 78.9 79.8
D 0 0 0 0
E 10.0 26.0 35.8 23.9
F 75.0 76.4 48.8 6.7

1 See footnote of Table 5.
% damagrincheck-% dampge in trearnet
2 Percent control= * 100
% damage in check
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Table 7. The cost difference as using sex pheromone trap and insecticide to control C. formi-
carius (NT$ per/ha)

Application Sex pheramone cost Insecticide Difference

no. cost

Lure + Trap =Total

(camercisl) .
1 S5Y¥en x40 x3 +20Y¥en x40 =1400 4500 -3100(-2100)
(45Yen) (2400)
2 same as above 9000 -7600(-6600)
3 same as above 13500 -12100(-11100)
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Table 8. Disruption effect of Z-8-12:Ac {4.44g/0.12ha) on E. notanthes in carambola crchard
during June 29 to Sep. 7 and Nov. 23 to Feb. 8, 1990

Pericd of Demaged fruits/100 fruits (%) Mating (%)
experiment Pheramone Insecticide inhibition
treatment treatment
6/29-7/5 0 4 --
7/5-7/13 0 1 --
7/13-7/20 6 9 --
7/20-7/27 14 14 69.2
11/23-11/29 2 4 --
11/29-12/6 3 6 --
12/6-12/14 4 6 62.5
12/14-12/20 3 5 77.8
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Fig.6. Layout of pheromone disruptants placed in the carambola orchard for control
of E. notanthes ([]=trees,¥rand3 =22.2 mg and 44.4 mg disruptants). Dis-
ruptants totaled 4.44g in 0.12 ha.
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Application of Sex Pheromone in Pest Management

Hung Chau-Chin and Hwang Jenn-Sheng

Taiwan Agriculture Chemicals and Toxic Substances Research Institute

ABSTRACT

Sex pheromone is one of the tools can be employed in insect pest manage-
-ment. It can be used in insect pest management programs in two ways:(1)
dectecting or monitoring insect pest population, (2)controlling insect pest like an
insecticide. The application of sex pheromone in monitoring insect population
could predict exact insect stage , population density , spread of pest ( distribu-
tion ) , degree of crop damage. In order to monitor insect pest population in
the dield , a standard technique should be developed to obtain accurate informa-
tion. The  standard technique of monitoring insect population includes the
deveopping of various type of traps , lures, and trap-setting methods in the field.
The use of pest managemet to control insect pest is based on the relationship
between the trap number of pheromone and the degree of crop damage or either
with the population density of insect pest. There are three methods for employ-
ing sex pheromone to control insect pests: (l)mass trapping (2)mating disruption
and (3)combination with bioinsecticide., The mass trapping method is the tech-
nique of setting up a large number of traps in field to attract insect pests to the
trap where they killed either by physical restraint or by an insecticide. The
results of our previous study has indicated that the pheromone-baited trap set
at a density of 4 traps/0.l ha has reduced 55--65% of storage root damage
caused by sweetpotato weevils when compaired with that of the untreated control.
Mating disruption is the techniques of using high dosage of sex pheromone , sex
pheromone derivatives, or sex pheromone inhibitor in a given area so that males
are unable to orient to and locate the females. The result of previous study
of our lahoratory has suggested that the permeation of Z-8-12:Ac was able to
disrupt the orientation of male to the female moth. The mating disruption
rate is up to 70% with the fruit damages was dropped to 28.6-42.9% when
compared with traditional method. The method of sex pheromone combines with
bioinsecticide , such as viruses , protozoa or other chemosterilants is the new
approaches of insect pest management for entomologist.
Key words: Sex pheromone, Pest management, Monitoring, Mass trapping,

Mating disruption, Eucosma notanthes, Cylas formicarius.





